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Mirilyn & KhorSandi 



IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



Applicants): David AJlison Bennett, et al. " 


Ciroup Art Unit: 3600 


Serial No.: 09/684,865 


Examiner: Kenneth R. Rice 


Filed: October 6, 2000 




Title: Apparatus, Systems and 

Methods for Applying Billing 
Options for Online, Multi- 
Carrier, Multi-Service Parcel 
Shipping Management 




AttyDckt No.: PSTM0019/MRK 




REQUEST FOB PPPimm it*,™ 


37C.F.R. 


S 1.26(a) 



Mail Stop 16 

Director of the USPTO ' 

P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450' 

Director: 

is entitled to a $200 00 refund of <L n~ . , L ™ e enclosed letter states applicant 



Date 



Repln. Ref: 12/01/3005 SDIRETfll 0008561400 

Dfti: 501574 Nane/Nuiiber: 09684865 

FCs 9204 $200.00 CR 



- 1 



Respectfully submitted, 




Attorney/Agent for Applicant(s) 
Reg. No. 45,744 

Khorsandi Patent Law Group, ALC 
140 S.Lake Ave., Ste. 312 
Pasadena, California 911 01 -4710 
Telephone No.: (626) 796-2856 
Fascimile: (626) 796-2864 
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KHORSANDI PATENT LAW GROUP, '.A.L.C, 
140 S. LAKE., SUITE 312 
PASADENA, CA 91101-4710 

In re Application of 
Bennett, et al. 
Application No. 09/684,865 
Filed: October 6, 2000 
Atty. Dkt. No.: PSTM0019/MRK 

This letter is in response to the "STATEMENT OF THE CORRECT 
PATENT TERM ADJUSTMENT IN SUPPORT OF APPLICATIO FOR 

Jf™S« R ?r I0N ° F PATENT TERM ADJUSTMENT INDICATED IN NOTICE OF 
ALLOWANCE 37 C.F.R. § 1.705(b)(2)," filed March 22, 2005. The 
Office thanks patentees for their good faith .and candor in 
bringing this to our attention. 

The Office will adjust the PAIR screen to reflect that the 
Patent Term Adjustment (PTA) determination at the time of 
mailing of the instant letter reflects an adjustment of 168 
days. A copy of the updated PAIR screen showing the correct 
determination is enclosed. 

i 

Applicants indicate that the PTA of 344 days indicated on the 
Determination of Patent Term Adjustment Under 35 U.S.C. 154(d) 
is incorrect, and that the correction PTA at the time of 
allowance was 168 days. 

A review of the application history reveals- that at the time of 
Office^ 6 ' ^ adjU3tment of 840 dav s could be attributed to the 



An adjustment of 347 days can be attributed to the Office in 
accordance with 37 CFR 1.702(a)(1). The adjustment began 
tltZZ ^ 2001 ;. the .day after the date that is 14 months after 
ly.1 Tl ^ a ?P llcatl ° n w ^s filed, and ended November 18, 2002, 
1 70'3UMl[ mailin9 ° f non " final 0"ice action. See, 37 CFR 

A further adjustment of 4 93 days can be attributed to the Office 
in accordance with 37 CFR 1.702(a)(2). The adjustment began 

tT S \., 18 ', 2003 ' the day ? fter the da ^ e tha t.is four mon?ns 
after the date a reply to the non-final Office action was filed, 
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and ended December 22, 2004, the date of mailing of Notice of 
Allowance. See, 37 CFR 1.703(a)(2). 

The adjustment of 840 days is reduced a total of 672 days for 
applicants' failure to engage in reasonable efforts to conclude 
prosecution. 

^ e 4R j rS!?^° f 840 dayS iS reduC6d 32 da y s in accordance with 

«■ 1 ' 704( b) ln connection with the reply to the Notice to 
File Missing Parts (Notice) mailed December 4, 2000 The 
reduction began March 5, 2001, the day after the date that is 
three months after the date that the Notice was mailed, and 
ended April 5, 2001, the date that the reply" was filed. 

The adjustment of 840 days is further reduced 6 days in 
accordance with 37 CFR 1.704(b) in connection with the response 
to the non-final Office action filed February 24, 2003 The 
reduction began February 19, 2003, the day after the date that 

iM£-? T ! 3fter the date that the n ™-fin*l Office action 
was filed 6 Februar y 24 ' 2003, the 'date that a reply 

The adjustment of 840 days is further reduced 52 days in 

accordance with 37 CFR 1.704(c)(7) in connection wi?h the ■ 

response to the non-final Office filed April 17, 2003. The 

thf fnt?? ? egan Februar y 25 ' 20 °3, the day after the date that 

£L +t t lJ eSP ° nSe WaS filed ' and ended A P ril 17 ' 2003, the 
date that the second response was filed. 

The adjustment of 840 days is further reduced 438 days in 
accordance with 37 CFR 1.704(c)(8) in connection with the 

k DlSclosure Statement (IDS) filed .June 28, 2004. The 

secon^resoonr ' 8 ' 2 °° 3 ' the day afte * the da * e thj 

second response to the non-final Office action was filed and 

ended June 28, 2004, the date that the IDS was filed 

The adjustment of 840 days is further reduced 144 days in 

fuZ N 3 ^ 6 K lth 37 CFR 1 - 704 <O (8) in connection wit?, the IDS 
filed November 19, 2004. The reduction began 'June 29, 2004, the 

2004, the date that another IDS was filed. 

In view thereof, at the time of allowance, the application was 
entitled to a PTA of 168 days, as indicated by applicant 

n^ a n?\ iCant ^ advisin 9 us of a " error in providing too much 
patent term adjustment in this application, no fee is due in 
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the finance 0(n« ^ft j 5 ! application fee by writing to 
accompany Jy All'J^TrlTu^"- * °° Py ° f ShOUld 

fo r S f ^? n irp r o 0 ces3 S in g ein9 f ° rMrded C ° TeCh "° l0 ^ 3600 

tfKSuons^tto^e^uf ^ „° ^ ' tauW b * <*»<*- 

rtLiorney Alesia M. Brown at (571) 272-3205. 

Karin Ferriller~ 
Senior Legal Advisor 

OfH~ °^ n atent Legal Ministration 
Office of Deputy Commissioner 
for Patent Examination Policy 

Endosure: Enclosure: Copy of Adjustrcent PAIR Calculation 
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